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BUDGET RESOLUTION/Medicare Prescription Drug Benefit

SUBJECT: Senate Concurrent Budget Resolution for fiscal years 2000-2009 . . . S.Con. Res. 20. Domenici motion to
table the Rockefeller amendment No. 196.

ACTION: MOTION TO TABLE AGREED TO, 54-45

SYNOPSIS:  As reported, S.Con. Res. 20, the Senate Concurrent Budget Resolution for fiscal years 2000-2009: will cut

debt held by the public (money that the Federal Government owes to creditors other than itself) in half over
years; will fully fund Medicare (all of the President's proposed $9 billion in Medicare cuts were rejected; as a resudgehis b
will allow $20.4 billion more in Meitare spending over the next 10 years); will save the entire $1.8 trillion in Social Securit
surpluses over the next 10 years for Social Security; will providirfs billion in net taxelief over the next 10 years (in contrast,
the President's budget would increase the tax burden by $96 billion net over 10 years), and will adhere to the spemting res
(discretionary spending caps and pay-go provisions) of the bipartisan budget agreement as enacted in the Balanced Budget
1997 and the Taxpayer Reform Act of 1997 (the President's propodget, in contrast, would dramatically increase spending in
violation of that bipartisan agreement, and would result in $2.2 trillion more in total Federal debt at the end of 10nyears |
proposed in this Senate budget).

The Rockefeller amendmentvould create a reserve fund that would allow the functional totals to be adjusted to provide
prescription drug coverage benefit under Medicare if legislation were enacted to modernize and strengthen Medicare and
provision of such a benefit did not cause an on-budget deficit.

After debate, Senator Domenici moved to table the Rockefeller amendment. Generally, those favoring the motion to t
opposed the amendment; those opposing the motion to table favored the amendment.

Those favoringthe motion to table contended:

We should wait until a bipartisan Medicare reform package is put together before we start trying to set aside funding

(See other side)
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particular elements such a reform package may contain.

Those opposinghe motion to table contended:

Senior citizens on Medicare deserve a prescription drug benefit. This amendment watddaccredible reserve fund to
accommodate legislation to give such a benefit if a Medicare reform bill is first passed. The amendment also has been crafted t
guarantee that giving this benefit would not result in an on-budget deficit. We urge our colleagues to oppose the migtidwisto tab
meritorious proposal.



